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DETAILED ACTION 
Remarks 

1 . In response to communications filed on 8 June 2006, claim(s) 23-26 is/are 
cancelled and claim(s) 1-18, 21 and 22 is/are amended per Applicant's request. 
Therefore, claims 1-22 are presently pending in the application, of which, claim(s) 1, 14 
and 21 is/are presented in independent form. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1-6, 9-10 and 14-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Austin etal. (U.S. Patent 6,549,906). 

As to claim 1 , Austin et al. teaches an information processing apparatus (See 
Abstract. Any kind of electronic data can be retrieved and processed by this system, 
including images.), comprising: 
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a reception control part receiving a request for a Web page (see column 5, line 
41, where "Web page" is read on "HTML") from a terminal connected to the information 
processing apparatus via a network (see figure 1 and see column 12, lines 36-41 and 
see column 10, lines 53-56); 

first storage means for storing a plurality of compressed document form 
information files (see figure 2, Input DB 202 and see column 7, lines 29-31 and see 
column 7, lines 39-42, where "compressed document form information files" is read on 
"customer data sets"); 

a decompression part decompressing at least one of the plurality of compressed 
document form information files in the first storage means into at least one document 
form data item (see column 8, lines 18-23 where "decompressed" is read on "expanded" 
and "document form data item" is read on "usable expanded vendor-formatted data 
sets"); 

second storage means for temporarily storing the at least one document form 
data item, said storage means comprising a volatile memory (see column 19, lines 1-13 
and see column 5, lines 11-13); 

a Web page creation part using a document form data item in the second storage 
means to create the Web page (see column 9 lines 42-45 and column 5, line 41); and 

a transmission control part sending the created Web page to the terminal (see 
figure 1 and see column 10, lines 53-56). 
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« 

As to claims 2 and 22, Austin et al. teaches wherein the plurality of document 
form information files are XSL files (see column 9, lines 42-43). 

As to claims 3 and 15, Austin et al. teaches wherein the decompression part 
decompresses at least one of the plurality of compressed document form information 
files after the information processing apparatus is actuated and before the reception 
control part receives a first request for the Web page from the terminal (See column 12, 
lines 36-42, where "before the reception control part receives a first request" is read on 
"at specific times." Immediately after retrieval of customer data sets, the decompression 
begins in the expansion module. See also column 8, lines 23-25, where "before the 
reception control part receives a first request" is read on "simultaneously"). 

As to claims 4, 6, 16 and 18, Austin et al. teaches wherein the decompression 
part decompresses all files to be potentially used among the plurality of compressed 
document form information files after the information processing apparatus is actuated 
and when the reception control part receives a first request for the Web page from the 
terminal (see column 12, lines 36-42 where "when the reception control part receives a 
first request" is read on "upon request"). 

As to claims 5 and 17, Austin et al. teaches wherein the decompression part 
decompresses all of the plurality of compressed document form information files in the 
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first storage means (See column 8, lines 23-25. It is implicit that if the operations are 
done simultaneously then all of the documents would be decompressed). 

As to claims 9 and 19, Austin et al. teaches wherein the Web page creation part 
deletes the document form data item from the second storage means after creation of 
the Web page (see column 12, line 65 - column 13, line 2). 

As to claims 10 and 20, Austin et al. teaches wherein the Web page creation part 
comprises a decompression determination part determining whether or not the 
document form data item is stored in the second storage means, and the Web page 
creation part uses the document form data item to create the Web page based on 
determination of the decompression determination part (see column 8, lines 56-62). 

As to claim 14, Austin et al. teaches a method of creating a Web page for an 
information processing apparatus that receives a request for the Web page from a 
terminal connected to the information processing apparatus via a network and sends 
the created Web page to the terminal (see Examiner's comments regarding claim 1), 
the method comprising: 

For the remaining steps of this claim applicant(s) is/are directed to the remarks 
and discussions made in claim 1 above. 
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As to claim 21 , Austin et al. teaches an information processing system (see 
Examiner's comments regarding claim 1), comprising: 

For the remaining steps of this claim applicant(s) is/are directed to the remarks 
and discussions made in claim 1 above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

* 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 7-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Austin et al. in view of Arcuri et al. (U.S. Patent 6,915,299). 

As to claim 7, Austin et al. teaches wherein the decompression part, after the 
information processing apparatus is actuated and before or when the reception control 
part receives a first request for the Web page from the terminal, decompresses (see 
Examiner's response to claim 3). 

Austin et al. does not teach wherein the decompression part decompresses a 
predetermined number of the plurality of compressed document form information files in 
most recently accessed order. 
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Arcuri et al. teaches wherein the part carries out an action on a predetermined 
number of the plurality of files (see column 9, lines 29-37, where "predetermined 
number of the plurality of files" is read on "two or more different document libraries") in 
most recently accessed order (see column 9, lines 48-51). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the relevant art 
at the time the invention was made to have combined the decompression part of Austin 
et al. with the most recently accessed method of Arcuri et al. because it is a well-known 
algorithm for accessing data from a cache. 

As to claim 8, Austin et al. teaches wherein the decompression part, after the 
information processing apparatus is actuated and before or when the communication 
control part receives a first request for the Web page from the terminal, decompresses 

Austin et al. does not teach wherein the decompression part decompresses a 
predetermined number of the plurality of document form information files in most 
frequently accessed order. 

Arcuri et al. teaches wherein the decompression part decompresses a 
predetermined number of the plurality of document form information files (see column 9, 
lines 29-37, where "predetermined number of the plurality of files" is read on "two or 
more different document libraries") in most frequently accessed order (see column 9, 
lines 48-51). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the relevant art 
at the time the invention was made to have combined the decompression part of Austin 
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et al. with the most frequently accessed method of Arcuri et al. because it is a well- 
known algorithm for accessing data from a cache. 

* 

6. Claim 1 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Austin et 
aL in view of Chung (U.S. Patent Application Publication 2003/0084152). 

As to claim 1 1 , Austin et al. teaches wherein the Web page creation part (see 
Examiner's comments regarding claim 1). 

Austin et al. does not teach wherein, when the number of the document form 
data items exceeds a predetermined value, deletes one of the at least one document 
form data item in the second storage means from said second storage means. 

Chung teaches wherein, when the number of the document form data items 
exceeds a predetermined value, deletes one of the at least one document form data 
item in the second storage means from said second storage means (see figure 4 and 
page 6, paragraph [0065]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the relevant art 
at the time the invention was made to have combined the decompression part of Austin 
et al. with the caching algorithm of Chung because it could speed up database 
applications with "records that are relatively static but may require periodic updates" 
(see Chung , page 6, paragraph [0064]). 
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7. Claim 12-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Austin et al. in view of Chung , as modified, further in view of Porter et al. (U.S. Patent 
Application Publication 2004/0030682). 

As to claim 12, Austin et aL as modified, teaches the Web page creation part 
(see Examiner's comments regarding claim 1). 

Austin et al. , as modified, still does not teach wherein the Web page creation part 
deletes the least recently used document form data item in the second storage means 
from said second storage means. 

Porter et al. teaches wherein deletes the least recently used document form data 
item in the second storage means from said second storage means (see page 4, 
paragraph [0029]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the relevant art 
at the time the invention was made to have modified the web page creator of Austin et 
aL, as modified, with the LRU algorithm of Porter et aL because "the amount of memory 
(size) contained in the query cache 18 remains approximately constant" (see Porter et 
aL, page 4, paragraph [0029]). 

As to claim 13, Austin et al. , as modified, teaches the Web page creation part 
(see Examiner's comments regarding claim 1). 
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Austin et al. , as modified, still does not teach wherein the Web page creation part 
deletes the earliest stored document form data item in the second storage means from 
said second storage means. 

Porter et al. teaches wherein deletes the earliest stored document form data item 
in the second storage means from said second storage means (see page 4, paragraph 
[0029], where "earliest stored" is read on "oldest"). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the relevant art 
at the time the invention was made to have modified the web page creator of Austin et 
al, as modified, with the LRU algorithm of Porter et al. because "the amount of memory 
(size) contained in the query cache 18 remains approximately constant" (see Porter et 
aL, page 4, paragraph [0029]). 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments filed on 8 June 2006 with respect to the rejected claims in 
view of the cited references have been fully considered but are not deemed persuasive. 

In response to Applicant's remarks regarding claim objections under 37 C.F.R. 
1.75, the objections have been withdrawn in light of Applicant's amendments. Claims 4 
and 6 are rejected under the same grounds as the previous Office Action because in the 
case of XSL files, all files that may be used are required (using the <xsl:include> 
element). The claims differ in scope, but are both still disclosed by Austin et al. 
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In response to Applicant's arguments that Austin et al. does not teach 
decompressing compressed data in the information processing apparatus and 
transferring the decompressed data to a requesting format, the arguments have been 
fully considered but are not deemed persuasive. Applicant's argument that "Austin 
discloses methods of compressing a Web page database to minimize "retrieval time" 
and expanding data received via a network by means of an "Expansion Module"" is 
directed towards additional portions of the reference than those cited by the Examiner. 
Column 7, lines 29-31 is not relevant to the Examiner's interpretation of the limitation. In 
the relevant portions of Austin et al. (column 8, lines18-23), a "translated data set" is 
operated on by the "expansion module" to create a larger "usable expanded vendor- 
formatted data set". Expansion and decompression are equivalent operations. No 
definition for "compression" is stated or implied by the specification of the instant 
application. The Authoritative Dictionary of IEEE Standards Terms, Seventh Edition , 
defines "data compression" as "Any technique used to reduce the amount of storage 
required to store data". In light of this definition, a reasonable definition of "data 
decompression" would be "Any technique used to increase the amount of storage 
required to store data". If the translated data set is "expanded" then it must require an 
increased amount of storage ("To increase the size, volume, quantity, or scope of; 
enlarge", definition of "expand", The American Heritage College Dictionary, Fourth 
Edition) . Therefore, the "decompression" of the instant application is equivalent to the 
"expansion" of Austin et al. , as asserted in the previous Office Action. 



* 
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In response to Applicant's arguments that Austin et al. does not teach being 
"stored in the volatile memory", the arguments have been fully considered but are not 
deemed persuasive. Austin et al. does not explicitly state in which type of memory 
(volatile or non-volatile) the second storage means is saved in. However, Austin et al. 
discloses volatile memory (see column 5, lines 11-13, RAM) and it is well-known in the 
art that frequently accessed databases are stored in volatile memory for faster access 
(See "Oracle architectural design tips" by Donald Burleson, available online at 
http://builder.com.com/5100-6388-1045656.html, "Use RAM data caching". Published 5 
April 2002). Furthermore, data that is received for decompression, immediately 
decompressed and thereafter immediately sent to a client will remain in RAM as long as 
it is being operated on (in other words, it will not be moved into virtual memory). 
Therefore, Austin et al. anticipates storing the document in volatile memory. 

Conclusion 

9. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 

« 

TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
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* 

shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

10. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications should be 
directed to the examiner, Mark A. Radtke. The examiner's telephone number is (571) 
272-7163, and the examiner can normally be reached between 9 AM and 5 PM, 
Monday through Friday. 

If attempts to contact the examiner are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Jeffrey Gaffin, can be reached at (571) 272-4146. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to Customer Service at (800) 786-9199. 



maxr 
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